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colleagues and my friends on the other 
side started dismissing the data. 

b 1815 
When it came out in 2017 that the De-

partment of Homeland Security inter-
cepted 3,755 terrorists, that number 
was immediately challenged. And the 
other side was quick to point out, well, 
not all of those were caught at the bor-
der. 

And they were right; not all were 
caught at the southern border. In fact, 
they properly pointed out that many of 
them were caught at our ports of entry 
at airports, so we should focus in that 
area and not on a border wall, even 
though a number were caught at the 
border. 

Well, that is fine. They say they are 
for border security; however, I question 
that because, when President Trump, 
in his first year in office, identified 
this very problem, that we had terror-
ists coming in from nations that are 
known to harbor, train, and fund ter-
rorists and he tried to put a travel ban 
on people coming in from those coun-
tries, the Democrats objected to it and 
actually took it to court and tried to 
stop him from actually implementing 
that. 

So it leads to the question: Do they 
really want border security? 

When the statistic came out that 
6,000 illegals associated with gangs 
have been apprehended by ICE, again 
my colleagues challenged that statistic 
and brought up that, well, only 800 
gang members were actually appre-
hended at the southern border—only 
800. 

Just the other day, the district attor-
ney of one of the largest counties in 
Georgia said that the greatest threat 
to Georgians today is gangs. And, as we 
started looking at how do these gang 
members come in, our colleagues on 
the other side adequately pointed out 
that most of these gang members were 
not coming across the border, but they 
were here as a result of visa overstays. 
‘‘But we really do want border secu-
rity, so we should address that.’’ 

Last year, H.R. 4760, in June, was 
brought to this floor, which actually 
made visa overstays a Federal mis-
demeanor, but my colleagues on the 
other side—every one of them—voted 
against that bill. 

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity also put out the statistic that 
17,000 adults were detained at the 
southern border with criminal records. 
The other side has made the argument 
that these are just families that want a 
better life. 

Again, they have rejected the facts. 
So my question is: Do they really want 
border security? Are they really will-
ing to come to the table and lay out 
what their priorities for border secu-
rity really are? 

Is it port security at our airports? 
Well, obviously, they opposed the 
President when he took that route. 

Is it addressing visa overstays? Well, 
obviously they voted against that bill 
when we brought it forward. 

Do they really want to keep the gov-
ernment open and address border secu-
rity? Well, they all voted against the 
continuing resolution the Republicans 
brought to the floor back in December 
and opted to close the government. 

Do I believe that my colleagues want 
terrorists to come into the Nation? No, 
I do not. 

Do I believe they want more gang 
members to infiltrate our commu-
nities? No, I don’t believe that is what 
they want. 

I don’t believe they don’t think that 
there is a crisis at the border. I just 
think that they are happy with the sta-
tus quo. 

You see, this city often runs on peo-
ple who have learned how to navigate 
the swamp. They learn how to use the 
status quo to their advantage. 

And if you go back and you look over 
the history of this Nation, especially 
the modern history of this body of Con-
gress, we are still debating several of 
the issues that we were debating 10, 15, 
and 20 years ago. It seems that these 
become campaign issues more than 
they are issues that we want to resolve 
for the American people. Why? Because 
we don’t want to address the status 
quo. 

What we have in the White House 
right now is a President whose main 
objective is to change the status quo in 
Washington, to change the way we do 
things. Those ideas I support because 
what we are doing now is broken. The 
way we are doing it now is broken. 

There is only one way out of this sit-
uation. It is for my colleagues from the 
other side of the aisle to actually agree 
to attend the meetings. 

In fact, the President opened up the 
White House today for another meeting 
to start discussing and hopefully get to 
negotiations, but the leadership on the 
Democratic side refused to even show 
up. 

We offered several compromises last 
year in December to avoid the shut-
down, but the resounding response we 
received from the other side was ‘‘no.’’ 
Every attempt that we have brought to 
this floor to try to resolve the situa-
tion at the border has been met with a 
resounding ‘‘no.’’ 

At some point, we have to get away 
from our own partisan political wran-
gling and understand that what we are 
doing is for the safety and the security 
of the American people. It is time to 
quit just saying ‘‘no’’ and say ‘‘but if.’’ 

I appreciate every person who was 
elected to represent the American peo-
ple, but now is the time to sit down, to 
have a discussion, and to begin to nego-
tiate so we can reopen the government 
and, more importantly, ensure the 
safety and the security of all Ameri-
cans. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 268, SUPPLEMENTAL APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2019, AND 
WAIVING A REQUIREMENT OF 
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH 
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF 
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE 
ON RULES 
Mr. RASKIN, from the Committee on 

Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 116–2) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 43) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 268) making supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2019, and for other 
purposes, and waiving a requirement of 
clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect to 
consideration of certain resolutions re-
ported from the Committee on Rules, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

DRUGS AND ILLEGAL 
IMMIGRATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. STE-
VENS). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2019, the Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. RICE) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. YOHO). 

Mr. YOHO. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to thank my colleague and great 
friend, Mr. RICE, for allowing me this 
opportunity. The gentleman is truly a 
man of the people. 

Madam Speaker, 25 days, 25 days the 
government has been shut down—25 
days—making this the longest shut-
down in U.S. history. 

Why has this been so long? It is be-
cause the Democrats refuse to come to 
the table and negotiate a solution. In-
stead, they would rather bring up mes-
saging bills that don’t fund vital pro-
grams, all so that they can say they 
didn’t support increased border secu-
rity. 

Well, let’s take a look at the last 25 
days. 

On the average, 2,000 inadmissible 
migrants arrive at our southern border 
daily. That means, in the last 25 days, 
approximately 50,000 illegal migrants 
have sought entry at our border with-
out going through the proper channels. 
And there are proper channels. 

Additionally, in December, 27,518 
family unit aliens were apprehended 
for crossing the border illegally. If 
those numbers remain consistent, that 
means over 21,429 family unit aliens 
have been apprehended for illegally 
crossing in the last 25 days. 

In fiscal 2018, 2,028 illegal aliens ar-
rested had homicide charges. If this 
number remains consistent, that 
means 139 homicide charges for illegal 
aliens in the last 25 days. 

Further, on an average, 300 Ameri-
cans die per week from heroin, and 90 
percent of that heroin in the U.S. 
comes through our southern border. 
That means, in the last 25 days, ap-
proximately 1,000 Americans have died 
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because of heroin illegally crossing our 
border. 

This doesn’t even include the amount 
of fentanyl that crossed our southern 
border in fiscal year 2017, which was 
enough to kill every single American 
via overdose. 

If you talk to the Democrats, they 
will tell you $5.7 billion is too much to 
pay for protection at our southern bor-
der, but what they won’t tell you is 
how much more it costs the Federal 
Government and American citizens by 
not securing our border. 

The argument the Democrats want 
you to believe is that this argument is 
strictly about the border wall. There-
fore, they fear, if President Trump gets 
any funding for the wall, they lose, like 
this is some kind of game that we are 
playing to win. 

This is about them wanting power 
and winning the White House in 2020— 
shameful. 

This is about border security, period. 
Democrats, I ask you to do what is 

right: Come to the negotiating table to 
end this shutdown. You don’t lose, but 
America wins. 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, Americans pay the price for 
our failure to secure our southern bor-
der in many, many ways. Our failure to 
control our southern border is a na-
tional disgrace. 

Some of the ways Americans pay for 
our failure is through illegal immigra-
tion, reduced wages from illegal immi-
gration, drugs, violent crime, human 
trafficking, gangs, abuse of our welfare 
system, and potential terrorism. 

There are too many to explore here, 
but I want to focus on just a few of the 
larger problems. One is illegal immi-
gration. 

First, I want to say I am not anti-im-
migration. I am anti-illegal immigra-
tion. 

You have to understand that, as a 
sovereign country, we have the right to 
decide who and how many people are 
allowed to become citizens of our coun-
try. And we are a very, very generous 
nation. Don’t let anybody tell you 
that, because we are against illegal im-
migration, we are not a generous na-
tion. 

We accept 1.1 million legal immi-
grants per year. That is almost twice 
as much as the next highest country— 
1.1 million legal immigrants per year. 
Now, we can talk about that number— 
is it too high, too low—but that is what 
the law allows. 

Most countries use their immigration 
system to make themselves more com-
petitive, and that is what I am all 
about: make America great again, 
make the United States competitive 
again. You see, a competitive economy 
makes America the land of oppor-
tunity, and I am all about opportunity 
for my children and grandchildren and 
your children and grandchildren. 

Most countries use the immigration 
system to make themselves more com-
petitive by using high-skilled immigra-
tion. In other words, if you have a skill 

set or an educational background that 
that country needs, you go to the front 
of the line. 

Our immigration system, on the 
other hand, is based on chain migra-
tion. Only 12 percent is skill based. 
That is less than half of what the aver-
age developed country provides. Can-
ada and Mexico base much more of 
their immigration on skill set than we 
do here in America. 

The result of our chain immigration- 
based system is that primarily low- 
skilled, uneducated people are admit-
ted through our legal immigration sys-
tem. In fact, over half of our legal im-
migrants—legal immigrants. I haven’t 
even gotten to illegal immigration yet. 
Over half of our legal immigrants end 
up relying on our welfare system, and 
this clearly makes us less, not more, 
competitive. 

President Trump and I agree that we 
should shift to a skill-based immigra-
tion system like Canada and Mexico 
have to grow our economy and create 
more opportunity for our children and 
grandchildren. 

So all that is bad enough, that we 
base our immigration on chain migra-
tion, that 65 percent of the folks com-
ing in here have a low skill set and 
over half of them end up on welfare, 
Medicaid, food stamps, and the like, 
but now let’s talk about illegal immi-
gration. 

On top of that 1.1 million primarily 
unskilled legal immigrant workforce 
that we bring in every year, we have a 
flood of illegal immigrants. Nobody 
knows exactly how many, but it is hun-
dreds of thousands of folks. The low 
end of the estimates is 300,000 to 400,000 
people per year on top of the 1.1 million 
that we admit legally. 

In a 2015 study, Harvard Professor 
George Borjas found that legal immi-
gration, that 1.1 million legal per year, 
added 25 percent to the low-skilled 
workforce over the last 20 years. 
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Then you add illegals on top of that. 
Professor Borjas said, for every 10 per-
cent you add in competition, you re-
duce wages by at least 3 percent. 

Folks, if you add 25 percent more 
competitors, wages will go down. That 
is Economics 101. 

If you look at this chart, this is a 
chart of wage increases in the United 
States from 2000 until now. You can see 
those folks at the upper end of the 
scale. They are not really affected by 
low-skilled illegal immigration, and 
their wages went up and went up sub-
stantially. 

If you look at the 75th percentile, 
they are not affected either. Their 
wages went up and went up substan-
tially. 

But the median income, they are flat. 
They haven’t had a raise in 20 years. 
The people at the 25th percentile and 
the 10th percentile, they haven’t moved 
at all. They are the people who are the 
most hurt by illegal immigration, by 
competition from low-skilled illegal 

immigrants who work for nothing and 
who cheat hardworking Americans out 
of jobs and out of wages, and this chart 
proves it. 

Let me tell you, not only does it 
cheat the people on the low end of the 
scale, but it actually helps the people 
on the higher end of the scale. 

People like your children and your 
grandchildren with a high school edu-
cation, people who are trying to get 
their heads above water but they can’t 
because they are drowned by a flood of 
illegal aliens who work for practically 
nothing, this primarily affects those on 
the lower end of the income scale, as I 
just showed you, who just can’t seem 
to get ahead. 

Friends, Democrats used to say they 
are for the working man, and they love 
to talk about income inequality. The 
people on the high end have gone up; 
the people on the low end haven’t. 
Well, guess what? Here is why. Illegal 
immigration plays a huge part in that. 

So let’s stop complaining about in-
come inequality, and let’s actually 
doing something about it. Let’s secure 
our southern border, stop the flow of il-
legal immigrants who work for prac-
tically nothing and cheat the folks on 
the low end of the scale out of jobs and 
wages, and let’s watch wages rise. 

It is not that hard to understand. It 
is common sense. It is Economics 101. 
The American middle class has suffered 
for decades as a result of our uncom-
petitive economy, and illegal immigra-
tion is one of the primary reasons. 

Now, let’s talk about what illegal im-
migration does to our social safety net. 
In addition to drowning our middle 
class, illegal immigration strains our 
social safety net and costs taxpayers 
billions of dollars. 

These figures are from the Center for 
Immigration Studies, and the chart 
represents the percentage of immi-
grant-led households in blue and na-
tive-born households in red. 

The percentage of immigrant house-
holds that get food aid in America is 45 
percent; native-born households, 21 per-
cent. So illegal immigrants get twice 
as much food aid as native-born citi-
zens. 

Medicaid, 50 percent of illegal immi-
grants get some type of Medicaid ben-
efit; only 23 percent of native-born 
Americans. 

Cash benefits, when you include the 
earned income tax credit, 31 percent of 
illegal immigrants get some form of 
cash subsidy from the United States 
Government; only 10 percent of native- 
born Americans. 

If you take all that in total, 63 per-
cent of illegal immigrants get some 
type of government benefit, as com-
pared to 35 percent of native-born 
folks. 

The last column represents the per-
centage of uninsured. Twenty-four per-
cent of the illegal immigrants have no 
insurance as compared to 7.5 percent of 
native-born households. 
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When you think about people show-

ing up at the emergency room and hos-
pitals, and the government and tax-
payers having to cover the bill, 25 per-
cent of the illegal immigrant families 
are one of the main sources of that 
problem. 

Last year, in my home county, Horry 
County, South Carolina—now, Horry 
County is a long way from the southern 
border, over 1,500 miles. But there was 
a claim brought against the school sys-
tem in Horry County, South Carolina, 
by the U.S. Department of Justice. It 
seems that the Department determined 
that Horry County wasn’t doing 
enough to accommodate students who 
couldn’t speak English. 

Well, you wouldn’t think that would 
be that much of a problem in South 
Carolina, being that we are such a long 
way from the southern border. As it 
turns out, 5,511 out of 44,700 students in 
Horry County were English as a second 
language. That is 13 percent of the stu-
dent body in Horry County, South 
Carolina. So the school board agreed to 
settle that claim by paying $600,000 
more to provide more accommodation 
for those students who couldn’t speak 
English. 

Let’s get off of illegal immigration 
and talk about one of the other great 
scourges that Americans endure as a 
result of our failure to secure our 
southern border. 

In 2017, 72,000 Americans died from 
drug overdoses. That is up 100 percent 
in a decade. For most diseases and 
sicknesses, the cures are getting better 
and deaths are leveling off. It is the op-
posite for the drug scourge. 

That 72,000 Americans who died in 
2017—think about this, guys; listen to 
this—is more than traffic deaths, 
which was 37,000, and homicides at 
17,000, combined. Traffic deaths and 
homicides killed 54,000 Americans in 
2017. Drug overdoses killed 72,000 peo-
ple. It is exploding. 

Last year, there was a 38 percent in-
crease in meth, 22 percent increase in 
heroin, and 73 percent increase in 
fentanyl seized at our southern border, 
and that is only what we seized. If that 
is not a crisis, I don’t know what a cri-
sis is. 

The DEA reports that 300 Americans 
die every week from heroin, 90 percent 
of which comes across our southern 
border. Madam Speaker, 95 percent of 
the cocaine comes across our southern 
border, and much of the fentanyl comes 
across our southern border. 

The opioid epidemic is ravaging com-
munities across the country, including 
my home State and district. In the 
past 3 years, 2014 to 2017, the number of 
opioid-involved overdose deaths in 
South Carolina increased by 47 per-
cent—47 percent—from 508 to 748. 

In 2017, 134 opioid deaths were in my 
little congressional district that I rep-
resent, the Seventh District of South 
Carolina. I asked Sheriff Thompson in 
Horry County, and I asked Sheriff 
Boone in Florence County, where these 
drugs are coming from. They looked at 

me and said 80-plus percent comes from 
the southern border. That mirrors the 
reports from the DEA. 

As the President has stated, the sta-
tus quo response to the crisis at our 
southern border is no longer effective. 

NANCY PELOSI said a wall as a part of 
the President’s border security plan is 
amoral. I don’t think so. But 72,000 
Americans dead last year, I know that 
is amoral. 750 South Carolinians dead 
last year primarily from drugs coming 
across the southern border that we 
refuse to control, I know that is amor-
al. 132 residents of my district dead 
last year primarily from drugs coming 
across our southern border, I know 
that is amoral. 

The scourge of drugs caused by our 
failure to control our southern border 
doesn’t just affect us. It affects our 
southern neighbors as well. 

Did you know there were more than 
30,000 murders in Mexico last year? 
That is almost twice as many murders 
as we had, and they have a third of our 
population, so their murder rate is six 
times ours. Why is that? 

Well, large portions of Mexico are 
controlled by drug cartels. You see, our 
failure to control our southern border 
has given these people unimaginable 
power and wealth. They outrank the 
government in more than half of Mex-
ico, and they will fight to protect that 
power and that wealth. 

Madam Speaker, 30,000 murders, six 
times the rate of murder in the United 
States, and it is largely our fault, be-
cause we haven’t controlled our south-
ern border. When a gang comes knock-
ing on your door in Mexico or Guate-
mala and says they are going to take 
your son and he is going to be a part of 
their cartel, when they come and say, 
hey, your daughter is looking good, 
and they are going to grab her and sell 
her into human trafficking, what are 
you going to do? Are you going to sit 
there and take it? 

I can tell you what a lot of them are 
doing. They are picking up everything 
they have, and where are they heading? 
They are heading to the southern bor-
der of the United States. 

So the refugee crisis—think about 
this—because we have failed to control 
our southern border, because we have 
enriched and emboldened these drug 
cartels and drug lords, and we have al-
lowed them to take over governing 
large parts of Central and South Amer-
ica, we have created the very refugee 
crisis that is creating a crisis at our 
southern border right now, because we 
have failed to control the flow of drugs. 
We have failed to stop these criminal 
organizations. 

The Democrats claim they are for 
border security, but they refuse to take 
any action or even participate in good- 
faith negotiations. Just last week, 
NANCY PELOSI offered $1 toward addi-
tional border security. Hillary Clinton, 
CHUCK SCHUMER, and Barack Obama, 
when they were Senators, all voted in 
favor of funding a border wall in 2006. 
Why are they against it now? 

I will tell you why. It is their hatred 
for President Trump stopping them 
from doing what is best for their con-
stituents. They see this as a political 
game, and they want to win, no matter 
what the cost. 

Let me tell you what the cost was 
last year: 72,000 dead Americans, 750 in 
South Carolina, 130 in my district, and 
I promise you there were at least that 
many in NANCY PELOSI’s district. 

Democrats try to make this argu-
ment solely about a wall. President 
Trump has repeatedly said we do not 
need a wall for the entire length of the 
2,000-mile border, but physical barriers 
in selected areas are both effective and 
necessary. 

The Yuma border sector had the 
highest number of illegal crossings in 
the country before a barrier was built, 
resulting in a 95 percent decrease in ap-
prehensions and a 91 percent decrease 
in crime. San Diego, once ground zero 
for illegal immigration, has seen a 92 
percent decrease in apprehensions 
since the fence was constructed. 

The $5.7 billion passed by the House 
Republicans in December would have 
enhanced border security, not just a 
wall. Any meaningful plan to deal with 
illegal immigration must also require 
employers to verify the employment 
status of workers they hire and penal-
ize employers if they break the rules. 

This system is called E-Verify, and it 
is already in place. It is managed by 
the Federal Government, but, amaz-
ingly, employers are not required to 
participate. So in addition to border se-
curity, we have to have E-Verify. 

It is time to stop the politics and se-
cure our border. 

Democrats are terribly worried about 
who gets blamed for the shutdown. 
Frankly, I don’t care who gets the 
blame. This is a fight, and it is a fight 
to keep drugs off our streets and out of 
the hands of our children. It is a fight 
to keep our communities safe. It is a 
fight for higher wages for hardworking 
Americans, for more jobs, and for our 
economy. And, friends, it is a fight 
worth having. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. RICE of South Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 44 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, January 16, 2019, at 10 a.m. 
for morning-hour debate. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. RASKIN: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 
43. A resolution providing for consideration 
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